SPIRITUAL IMPERATIVE 


£volution. is Nature's device by which organisms develop in order to survive changes in their 


environment and survive the development of any serious threat to their ability to propagate 
and prosper. 


Spirituality is the highest form of intellect, perception beyond the self, a development of 
intelligence as intelligence itself has developed throughout humanoid evolution. 


Spirituality has developed within 'homo erectus' whose brain is actually three brains — an 
inner reptilian brain enveloped by two distinct layers of cerebral evolution. These two layers 
represent the evolving ability of ‘homo erectus’ to communicate and to develop technical 
abilities in order to prevail as a species. Spirituality can be seen as a conceptual evolution of 
intelligence in response to a threat. 


The technical abilities developed by 'homo erectus' have acquired a profoundly negative 
characteristic; humanity's ability to manipulate and affect the environment has reached a 
point where the species can be overwhelmed by the resultant changes in that environment. 
The essential elements that sustain human life itself can be compromised and even 
destroyed. Worse, the species has developed the ability to annihilate itself, having 
manufactured enough explosive and viral capacity to ‘overkill’ the world's entire population 
several times. 


The greatest threat to humanity has become itself. 


Even prior to modern technological times spirituality contained considerate sensibilities that 
might defuse destructive human behavior and ambitions. Spirituality is, at the least, the 
development of the intelligence required to survive negative human behavior. 


Franklin Delano Roosevelt's statement “we have nothing to fear but fear itself’ is the single 
most significant statement of modern times. Fear and love are the primary emotions of 
humanity. Fear divides, creating and perpetuating the perception of 'us and them’. Fear 
incites violent impulses, both aggressive and defensive, individually and nationally as 
perceptions of differences devolves into 'us and them’. Fear intimidates, and enables some to 
manipulate others ... 


"Make them run this way, make them run that way.” 


Hitler united the German nation's consciousness partly by the demonization of the Jews and 
by identifying them as an enemy of their nation. Fear is the reptilian brain's response to 
insecurity, to the unknown, to our imagination's susceptibility to horrific invention, sometimes 
stimulated by the deliberate manipulation of our insecurities. 


Fear is the fuel that drives the engines of competition and conflict. 


Competition and cooperation. The fundamental conflict within all human activity and experience 
is between the impulse to compete and the reasoned decision to cooperate. 


Fear inspires the inclination to compete, the fear of “no more more”, the fear of being 
deprived by those closest to us, the fear of being dispossessed and abused by those who are 
far from us, far from a comfort developed by cooperative communication. 


Competition is also a by-product of Nature's imperative for sexual primacy. A crude organisms 
ability to survive depends first on successful propagation, that the strongest, fittest and most 
able are born to the most likely to conceive the most robustly competitive offspring. 


Competition is consequently a product of the sexual selection process, the struggle within a 
species to determine who will mate with whom. 


Fear has also obliged cooperation as a means of survival, one group, defined and drawn 
together by mutual self recognition of shared self interest, in conflict against another. 


Ultimately, fear of the worst threat we face will demand a greater and universal cooperation 
SO we might survive ourselves. 


IMAGINE 


All that is constructive starts as an idea, something imagined, a vision. Our ability to imagine 
is our grace. Our ability to act in a manner alternative to competing in conflict depends on 
our ability to form an idea, a vision of a better way. 


All that is constructive, the result of communal activity, is cooperative, and in its highest form 
is the manifestation of reasoned consent to agree without coercion. 


Cooperation, of course, can be coerced, slaves may build pyramids, but enforced communal 
activity is vulnerable to the resentment of enforced cooperation without consent — Spartacus 
humbled a Roman army. 


The bodies of the Romanovs were buried unmarked in a remote forest, and the corrupt 
bureaucrats of Communism could not suppress the will of their communities for more than a 
single generation. 


All empires fall, eventually overcome by the accumulated power of contrary, resentful or 
dissenting interests. 


Partial cooperation is vulnerable; only wholehearted commitment will sustain faith and trust in 
moments of doubt and fear. Consequently the eradication of fear, competition and conflict is 


necessary to enable the survival of the empire of all humanity. 


Survival depends on the cooperation of all in the best interest of all. 


Imagine all the people living life as one, 


John Lennon identified the means and the manner. He is one of the special individuals who 
saw and recognized the truth and expressed it with simplicity, and so exemplified 


Jf 
The Spirit’ 
and intent, and the means by which the intent is applied, which defines the spirit of any 


action. 


The spirit of consenting cooperation has three essential elements; 


patience 
understanding . 
and. 


tolerance. 


Obvious mutual self interest in combination is no test of a spirit of cooperation. The most 
significant consensual cooperation is that which is formed by those who appear to be 
disparate. Division is dependent on the perception of difference. Divisive fearful reaction is 
avoided by exercising the patience not to respond to a sense of difference; by developing 
understanding through informing oneself about the differences thought to be perceived; and 
by exercising a tolerance of the differences once fear of them has been dissipated by the 
illumination of knowledge. 


Tolerance is cooperation in spite of competitive anxieties in the interest of avoiding division. 
Tolerance makes difference the heart of possibility. 

All differences are relative, their appearance depending on the context in which they are 

observed. If comparing fish to men then the degree of pigmentation in diverse children is of 


no account at all. 


Pertinent perspective is essential, for a perspective to embody truth. The single most 
important and relevant photograph ever taken is 


Farthrise- 


the image of the Earth as it appeared to the astronauts in Apollo 8 as they orbited the Moon 
for the very first time. 


The picture taken at that moment is the first image that establishes the opportunity to 
develop a better informed perspective, one more appropriate than the petty myopia of 
historical human ignorance and anthropocentricity. 


Undeniable is that humanity is but one species living on a minor satellite of a small sunstar at 
the edge of one of billions of galaxies. 


Once the ignorant and anthropomorphic believed that the Sun revolved around the Earth, 
that they were the central interest of the Universe. As Galileo knew, to contradict this 
absurdity was once to risk death, since those in power in his day would not tolerate any 
information that would in any way undermine their grip on authority - for knowledge 
becomes an instrument of power when it is withheld for advantage. 


The history of humanity illustrates how the strong have attempted to withhold knowledge in 
order to preserve an ignorant fear that can be exploited. 


In Western cultures spiritual ignorance has been utilized as a means of social control, the fear 
of eternal damnation in hellfire coercing the uneducated to modify their behavior as directed 
by those in authority. 


Historically the social elite determined to preserve the enlightenment of education for their 
kin and close allies. Prior to the invention of the printing press writing was a skill of monks, 
and the arts and sciences were patronized, and controlled, by the wealthiest of the 
aristocracies. 


Clergy and aristocracy tacitly conspired to maintain a status quo, which served their interests 
only, by constricting the flow of knowledge to the ignorant. The Early Egyptians had learned 
that the Earth revolved around the Sun by means of their celestial calculations. When the 
Library of Alexandra was torched over 700,000 manuscripts were lost, and this was but one 
fact lost for hundreds of years. 


After the fire the Vatican Library became the single largest depository of knowledge. 
Infamous for its inaccessibility, it no doubt contains evidence of an oligarchy's deceit; why 
else confine its contents to obscurity? Why else deprive the many of the truth of knowledge 
and knowledge of truth? 


The Church of Rome, with all the credibility of the Constantine Donation, has determined the 
perception of spirituality of millions for centuries. 


The aristocracy of its clergy determined what would allow an individual to attain heaven, and 
established law to define salvation in a world to come. 


What, then, exactly is the fulfillment of a life lived true to ethic and principle? 


Some believe in a celestial paradise, others in reincarnation. The spiritual tradition of Western 
culture promises that an eternal heaven awaits the pure in an afterlife, having brandished the 
threat that fire and brimstone will consume those who have transgressed Biblical 
commandment and derived social law. Yet despite the fact that the Sixth Commandment 
states 'thou shalt not kill', and offers no qualification whatsoever, countless 'good' Christians 
support the use of a death penalty without any sense of hypocrisy. 


Furthermore, despite the fact there exist approximately as many stars in our galaxy as there 
are, and have been, living souls, most have not experienced, articulated or recognized an 
incontrovertible proof of continued existence after death. 


Even so, if DNA should prove to have a residual cellular memory then there is an argument to 
be made for a form of conscious immortality, but one that would not depend on a selection 
process that exercises moral judgement. Anyone who imagines a heaven does so informed by 
the best of their earthly experience. Is there any reason then, to not consider Earth as a 
possible paradise, but for competitive and destructive human behavior? Is it not possible that 
the adjudicator on Judgement Day is actually oneself, Knowing in our final moments if we 
have lived with a resolved positive purpose, or whether we would, ourselves, judge our 
existence as pointless, a waste? Would the latter not deem our last thoughts, before an 
eternity of dark, to be of regret and frustration? 


If, on the other hand, we expire within the grace of deserving self respect, would we not pass 
on at peace, with a sense of worth? 


The majority of the planet's inhabitants involved in spiritual pursuits and quests consider 
spirituality to be the responsibility of the individual, not the burden of an authoritarian clergy. 
Is their tradition, and sense of the spiritual wrong, and would the consequence be that 
countless millions of gentle and innocent souls be consigned to a hell, out of ignorance? 


Of course, the religious organizations that have an exclusive tradition of ‘our way rather than 
theirs', and that have an agenda to co-opt all under their authority, claim their divinity to be 
almighty. Yet would a pure god of love, forgiveness and salvation contrive the circumstance 
that results in the rejection and condemnation of most, no matter how principled and ethical 
their way? An impure god is no more than the latest discovery at the head of the food chain. 


Is there a pure god of Love described in the Old Testament? Is a vengeful personification who 
destroyed the enemies of a select few, who slaughters entire communities without 
distinguishing between those he considers deserving and those who are mere innocents 
caught in a divine crossfire, who is forever engrossed in a struggle of his own manufacture, is 
that an entity that would represent forgiveness and compassion? 


Is there not a crude hypocrisy described by the worship of a violent and intolerant deity? 


Or is there an evolution in the comprehension of the spiritual that might even be suggested 
by the division of the Christian bible into Old and New Testaments? Compare their 


prophets and messtahs 


Prophets are visionaries, who look forward. Messiahs are leaders, and the best lead by 
example. 


The last prophet of the Old Testament was John The Baptist, who baptized Christ, the first 
prophet and messiah of the New Testament. 


John was a traditional purist, a literalist, who believed in his god of retribution, and in a 
heaven of some other celestial dimension, reserved for those chosen few who managed to 
qualify. He has been described as unquestioning, intolerant and of a mean spirit. His god is 
competitive and violent. He had no sense of patience. His understanding is, then, 
unenlightened — as he looked forward he saw only what had come before. There is nothing 
visionary in his perspective. 


Jesus Christ’ 


by comparison was a seeker with questions. Aged twelve he sat with Temple elders and 
talked of The Spirit. 


He retired to the desert, as a hermit would, and in isolation wrestled with his doubts, 
questioning himself and his principle. 


He travelled, a mobile prophet, unlike John. 


He chose fishermen to join him in spreading the content and nature of his ethics, the point of 
his principles. By choosing seafarers he recruited those who were adept on an infirm element, 
those who could test the limits of the know world, the watery horizon. He selected men who 
could travel the furthest and without barrier or wall to contain them. He chose a means of 
travel that allowed his disciples to be the hardest to locate or impede. 


He indicated, by the selection of common folk, that a// should be touched by the spirit of his 
ethics, and be ‘fishers of men' seeking shoals of souls. 


It would have been easier to convert one emperor and have him dictate spiritual convention, 
as Constantine attempted to do, but Jesus chose fisherman and instructed them to caste their 
spirituality everywhere, collectively or individually. His message was of a simplicity, and 


anyone could comprehend or convey it. Even mere fishermen. More significantly, he stated 
that all must accept The Spirit of his ministry by reason of their own consent. He knew that 
The Spirit is conveyed one heart, one soul, at a time. 


He also declared, by this determination, that heaven and salvation are not ethnically 
exclusive, that all of good heart may attain this grace, although the rich are heavily 
handicapped, their competitive materialism compromising their ability to be selfless. 


He moved easily through the differing strata of society, making a point to confer with the 
sensitive rich, with authority, as well as with lepers, prostitutes and the outcastes abandoned 
by society for their infirmities or incompetence. To Jesus, the weak and the weary were not 
for exploitation or abandonment. 


He had respect for women, and kept their company the most in domesticity, despite them 
being considered not much more than property or trophies. 


He had patience for children who he considered worthy of the same respect shown to adult 
intelligence. 


He challenged constrictive officialdom and their implementation of the oppressive status quo, 
to the point many thought he would lead an insurrection against the Roman occupation. 


He was humorous, entering Jerusalem on an ass when his rebellion was expected. 


He was hard, capable of violence, whipping money changers and traders who demeaned the 
spirit of the Temple with their tawdry exploitations. 


He was no fey Milquetoast, no effete and ephemeral presence, yet he preached of patience, 
tolerance and understanding. 





He stood for each and every soul being of equal worth. 


He insisted that genuine repentance, a sincere and unwavering change of heart, would 
enable any person who had done any kind of wrong, to be rid of their guilt and social and 
condemnation. 


He was a true messtah of universal salvation. 


By comparison John the Baptist was an unevolved intelligence, and is duly a part of the Old 
Testament consciousness. Jesus manifests an evolved vision and preaches that a// may enter 
heaven, the world to come, so long as they do not stray from the ethics and principles for 
which he stood. 


The Last Supper is the moment when he uses bread as the symbol of all industry, wine as the 
symbol of all recreation, and instructs his followers not to compromise their ethics when 


involved in either of these two human activities. “Eat and drink this in remembrance of me.” 
Thus the simplest of principles was made available to all. For one must have respect for all if 
one is to have self respect, and without self respect there is no respect for the value of 
everyone; 


all are one and one ts all. 


He ministered for the entire human race. 


By perfectly devoting his life to being an example of that which he taught, he ensured the 
legacy of his Spirit would be unquestioned. 


He understood the way in which his soul's Spirit would be passed to future generations, that 
his immortal soul would live within the Spirit of his ministry. His ethic is forever contemporary 
because of his example, and because he ensured that even he himself would not betray his 
principles. For if fear is all we have to fear, he embraced the greatest fear of all, the dread of 
a lingering and pain filled death. He could have run, sailed for sanctuary. Instead, he 
accepted the opportunity to endure an anticipated, agonizing, execution. With his final breath 
he expressed forgiveness. 


He honored his principles through dreadful sacrifice, without any word of retraction of the 
ethics of his Spirituality. He performed one final act of exceptional forgiving grace. In so doing 
he perfected his example in such a way that his integrity was placed beyond all doubt and 
reproach; all the world and worlds to come would know of the perfection of his Spirit. 


His sacrifice was for his vision of the life hereafter, of the world to come, and it is one of 


cuntversal patience, 
cuntversal understanding, 
cuntversal understanding, 

cuntversal tolerance- 


and 


cuntversal cooperation, 


with the value of one soul being the value of all souls, the possibility of salvation available to 
everyone and anyone who lives by 


the simple truth 
is that the truth is simple- 
and one simply 
finds the truth 
by simply_ 
being truthful 
Perhaps the world to come is plainly that, a future day on this planet, when every soul, 


informed by the spirit of this messianic example, adopts by universal consent the evolutionary 
intelligence to eternally dispense with competition and its conflict. Perhaps then 


The Children of God. 
and all God’s children. 
shall then enter 
the kingdom of heaven- 
by birth. 


“Yet íf 


for one second. 


“we should doubt’ 
the simple truth 
and hold fast’ 
to recidivistic traditions 
and fail to evolve 


“we will most likely go 
as other organisms 


have gone before us. 


If the entire existence of the Earth were expressed as twenty-four hours then all of humanoid 
existence is one single second of time. History itself is a fraction of a second and the time in 
which spirituality has evolved in 'homo erectus' a fraction of a fraction of a second. What then 
is the simple truth of our place in time and in the unmeasurable dimensions of the Universe? 
Can we delude ourselves that we can take a hold, a perpetual and commanding grip on a 
Universe of infinity? We have yet to realize a vision of heaven on our microscopic planet. 


Looking back it is only a simple truth to describe the writings and understanding of spirituality 
in the Old Testament as unevolved. 


The maverick teachings of Buddha ['Awakened'], Mohammed and Christ are, in simple truth, 
an evolutionary perspective. These prophets genuinely looked ahead and saw the simple 
truth to our potential and the truth of our vulnerabilities. Their visionary intelligence 
illuminates a simple truth about our ability to survive ourselves. As messiahs they set 
examples by the simple truth of their ethics. By their example we see A Way to forward The 
Vision, generation after generation, until all are in consensual agreement to eradicate 
competition and conflict. 


If we fail to realize heaven in the world to come then there will be no immortality in a simple 
and true sense, since there will be none to carry the Spirit of our commitment to The Vision 
forward to another generation. 


The Tree of Knowledge, its parchment bark and vellum leaves, was grown by men 


with feet of clay and mired in agenda, weathered by their time, and shaped by their 
contemporary comprehensions and obligations. Each and all should therefor be subsequently 
questioned. 


What did each know, what did each understand, and why did he write? History is made 
controversial by historians, victors and propagandists, who serve the prevailing self interest, 
or those they served. 


Further, Saul of Tarsus was an epileptic. The lesion on his occipital nerve caused him to 
hallucinate. Are his visions on the Damascus road consequently poisoned and so a corruption 
of the Christian Spirit? Did John of Patmos succumb to delirium in his subterranean isolation? 


Jesus had twelve disciples charged to carry on his spiritual legacy. Obviously he wished to 
have many carry the Spirit of his word, to maximize the rapid spread of The Spirit. He favored 
the quickest, and furthest passing of information, and did not want his word compromised by 
the pen of a single individual. 


The tree grows fed by the sap of the Spirit, for knowledge evolves with increased perspective, 
and perspective amplifies with the more that is known, but what is constant is the Spirit, the 
intent, and the manner in which the intent is applied. 


The simple truth is that it is not the actual words of the Bible, or the Koran, that are relevant. 
They are open to interpretation, even manipulation, since they contain allegory and 
symbolism from distant and ancient cultures, from worlds long past. What is of relevance is 
the Spirit within the words. 


Christ, Buddha and Mohammed were visionaries inspired by The Spirit who looked forward 
and who lead by example. If we do not understand the spirit of their example, or the spirit of 
their books, then we are no more evolved than John The Baptist and the citizen's of the Old 
Testament. 


“In the beginning was the word and the word was god and the word was with god.” Is this a 
decree of authority, given that the original Greek word used was ‘logos’ which can be 
translated as ‘idea’? Or could it just as readily convey this sentiment; “it begins with the word 
and words are good and of good intent”? In other words why not read the opening of the 
Bible as an encouragement to communicate, to share the idea, the vision, that we can be 
better; to first forward the idea that communication allows for cooperation, understanding 
and tolerance. 


As for the metaphor of Eden, is that not simply a way of indicating that our fundamental 
human problem is the conflict between competition and cooperation; for 'knowing' is used to 
convey the act of propagation, the source of much competition. 


Is it not the simple truth that our responsibility is to identify The Spirit rather than quibble like 
Old Testament literalists over the significance of ancient reference and details? 


Is it not apparent that even the anthropomorphic personalization of God is a vanity of 
mankind? 


I ld J I 
God ís in The Spirit’ 
Spirituality, not religion, is The Way to Salvation, the Light that leads to illuminating the 
heavenly world to come. Religion is merely bureaucracy. 
Thats is simply the truth. 
If there were to be no god in person what what would be left to us? Responsible cooperative 
intelligence, since principles and ethics do not depend on the structure of any religious cult, 


sect or movement for their relevance and employment, but on the will and conscience of the 
individual. 


Privacy is sanctity 
Respect ís sacred. 
Understanding is Holy 


Tolerance ís a sacrament” 
Cooperation ís salvation- 
Patience ís piety. 


Simplicity ís revelation. 


Afterword. 
“You and 1 


Fither/Or 


is the binary form of choice and judgement. Us and them. One or the other. Some other 
binary perceptions: 


“YOU -1 
NIGHT - DAY 
BLACK - WHITE 
GOOD - BAD 
MALE - FEMALE 
POSITIVE - NEGATIVE 

FIRE - WATER, 
SPIRITUAL - TEMPORAL 
RIGHT - LEFT 
NORTH - SOUTH 

UP - DOWN, 
IN- OUT 
THESIS - ANTITHESIS 
CHAOS - COSMOS 
ONE - ZERO 
TRUTH - LIE 
HE - SHE 
LIFE - DEATH 


Accordingly, as yin balances yang, the quest for death is as sacred as the preservation of life. 
The fault with either/or is the disregard that opposites are complimentary, and that the 
integration of synthesis is the combination of thesis and antithesis. 


The Integration of Self’ 


the unification of male and female and the unity of society, are all as potentially valid as the 
existence of an original single cell. The achievement of such combinations is no more than an 
evolutionary maintenance of the single cellular integrity in form. 


Matter is no more than the variable perceptions of frequencies; glass is liquid and sub-atomic 
particles, neutrinos, pass through all known matter. 


In the meantime, time itself bends into relative inconsequence depending on the variable 
velocities of frequencies, and they that know know not. The Universe expands and is 
assumed to be in a state of evolution. At the point it ceases to expand it will likely involute, 
returning all matter to the zero point. Consequently 


-theres nowhere to go 


so either we embrace nihilism, and pursue the the triumph of a solitary, surviving individual, 
incapable of sub-division, or we honor self recognition in life itself. 
Every human fetus begins it's existence as female, hence the nipples on a male. The original 


archetype goddess, Inanna, was sent to elevate man from the animal consciousness. The 
woman in man, 'anima', is sometimes deemed to be the soul of man. 


“The man who develops his masculinity 


does so by preserving the woman within him” Lao Tzu 


Thus the soul might be considered the complete integration of male and female within the 
self, a psychological hermaphrodite that is beyond the concerns expressed in the allegory of 
Eden; sexual primacy compulsions leading to competitive and confrontational behavior. 


The hermaphrodite, devoid of gender identity and sexual conflicts may also serve as a symbol 
denoting the successful integration of a man and a woman, which in turn suggests a 
sufficiency of sensitivity for patience, tolerance and understanding to allow social unification. 


Extrapolation informs that egocentricity is animal, competitive, defining integration and 
integration and unification as the manifestation of a communal identity of a single soul — all 
as one, one as all, and all of a god consciousness: the greater collective consciousness, the 


The Universal. Spirit’ 


Selfishness ts the perpetuation. 
of the behavior of the beast. 
Selflessness ts the stngle soul undivided. 


Love yourself as you would others 
and others as yourself” 


Come Together 


The Reverend Etha J Alan Graham Niven c 2003 


